arrested my attention at the time, and almost led me to conclude that I must have missed the article, or articles, which expounded this new line of therapeutics to be followed in dealing with this persistent zymotic.
A careful conning of journals previously perused, showed, however, that I had missed nothing, and that the followers of a new praxis had carefully reserved their therapeutic principles and the results of their practice to themselves. This, to say the least of it, was, I felt, somewhat selfish, and not quite in harmony with Edinburgh traditions, which have always inclined towards being foremost in publishing the results of advanced science as bearing upon medicine. It was, I admit, with no little curiosity and interest, therefore, that I studied Mr. Cadells paper, rossibly, also, this may account tor the great disappointment I felt when I discovered that that paper disclosed no new line of treatment, and that even no data were given whereby any one, either with or without experience, might determine for himself the propriety, or otherwise, of casting aside mercury when dealing with the treatment of syphilis.
In considering the question of the treatment of syphilis, I will set aside generalities as far as possible, and address myself to the question of the value of specific drugs for its treatment, and the conditions which give the best results with their use. I take it for granted that we all thoroughly understand the necessity of impressing all our patients with the wisdom of avoiding all excesses, undue exposure, and whatever may tend to lower their hygienic condition, and this especially when they are syphilised. I presume also that every one knows tnat a study ot the natural history of syphilis renders it prob- 
